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her husband. She attended an inquiry before the
Board on 22nd July and the inquiry was adjourned
until October. She was for some reason unable to
appear at that time, and in her absence the Board
accepted a report which contained a statement that
the Court now knew to have been inaccurate and
on the strength of which she was struck off the roll.
No more striking picture of the injustice due to
modern bureaucracy and the marriage laws can
be imagined. In the past it was no doubt thought
that the marriage or non-marriage of the poor did
not matter inasmuch as there was no property for
their children to inherit; but we are here confronted
with an organised system for depriving the poor of
their earning power for nothing worse than refusing
to live like monks or nuns because the law refuses
them divorce. The stinking iniquity of modern
England in this respect combines all the hardships
of Catholicism and Calvinism.

I shall now venture to sketch what I consider
would be a reasonable system for the State to adopt
as regards the family, having regard to the
elementary respect which any wise man Qjp woman
would wish to preserve for human liberty and
dignity and which is conspicuously absent from
contemporary legislation.

In the first place, we ought certainly to have a
system of divorce either on the principles laid down
by the Report of the Royal Divorce Commission in
1910 or more logically on a system of divorce by
mutual consent, including a well-considered system
of divorce where one party is in the wrong. Such
a view starts with the principle that the State